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AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE UNDER 37 CFR S 1.111 



Sir: 



This is in response to the September 10, 2003, Paper No. 6 office action. Please amend 
the claims as discussed herein and as presented in the Amendment included with this response. 



35 U.S.C§ 112 

The Office Action states thatxlai ms 1-6, 9, 10, and 13-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C.§ 
112, first paragraph, as containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in 
such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention, then the Wand factors were referenced. Examiner 
rejected the claims because of the inclusion of "prodrugs". Applicants traverse. 

The test for enablement is whether the experimentation needed to practice the invention is 
undue or unreasonable. In re Wands, 858 F.2d 731, 737, 8 U.S.P.Q.2d 1400, 1404 (Fed. Cir. 
1988). The fact that experimentation may be complex does not necessarily make it undue, if the 
art typically engages in such experimentation. In re Certain Limited - Charge Cell Culture 
Microcarriers, 221 U.S.P.Q. 1 165, 1 174 (Int'l Trade Comm) 1983), Affd. sub. nom., 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology v. A.ZB. Fortia, 11 A F.2d 1 104, 227 U.S.P.Q. 428 (Fed. 
Cir. 1985). Nothing more than objective enablement is required, and therefore, it is irrelevant 
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